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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Amendment, filed 01/18/2006 
Claims 35-61 are pending in this application. In the Amendment, claims 35, 42, 54, 60 
and 61. This action is made Final 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 35, 42, 60 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. 

The claims recite "the presentation automatically collapses into a compact configuration 
when moved within the presentation zone". There is no support in the specification of moving 
the presentation within the presentation zone. The only instant when the presentation collapses 
is when the presentation zone is touched (page 8, lines 1-2). The examiner assumes the claim 
language to be "the presentation automatically collapses into a compact configuration when 
selected by the user". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 42, 49, 50, 54, 60, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nawaz et al. ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621) and Yamada et al 
("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432). 

Per claim 42, Nawaz teaches an information processing device for exploring information 
by a user, comprising: a display screen to display a plurality of flowing links within a flow zone, 
each of the flowing links being linked to respective information units for display as a 
presentation in a presentation zone of the display screen (fig. 3; col. 8, lines 34-44); and an input 
device responsive to control by the user to directly alter the flow of the links and to select one of 
the flowing links (col. 8, lines 44-47; col. 9, lines 20-24) wherein the flowing links move at a 
desired flow speed and a desired flow direction within the flow zone (col. 8, lines 42-53), and the 
presentation automatically collapses into a compact configuration when selected by the user (fig. 
1 1; the presentation of a link is collapsed when the user select the minimize button). 

Nawaz does not clearly teach the flow zone comprises a flow control means responsive to 
appropriate manipulation of the input device by the user within the flow zone to selectively 
change the flow speed and flow direction. However, Yamada teaches the flow zone comprises a 
flow control means responsive to appropriate manipulation of the input device by the user within 
the flow zone to selectively change the flow speed and flow direction (fig 6; col. 18, lines 20-47). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the flow control means as taught by Yamada in the invention of Nawaz 



Application/Control Number: 09/868,375 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

because it provides users different navigation control options to control the direction and speed 
of the scrolling information. 

Per claim 49, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 42, 
further comprising: a filtering unit including a plurality of user selectable filters for controlling 
the flow zone to display links to information units which meet a requirement imposed by a 
selected filter (col. 9, lines 37-54). 

Per claim 50, Nawaz teaches teaches an information processing device according to claim 
49, wherein the filtering unit adapts the selected filter to display links to information units similar 
to the related information unit (col. 9, lines 37-54). 

Per claim 54, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 51, 
wherein a frequency of display of an information unit in the flow zone is determined by its age 
and/or popularity (col. 9, lines 37-54; col. 8, lines 62-57; since the data items are being displayed 
in rotation one after another, the users can set how often they want to see a data item by choosing 
more or less number of content providers to source the data items). 

Claims 60 and 61 individually are rejected under the same rationale as claim 42. 

Claims 35, 57, 58, and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nawaz et al ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), and 
Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432). 

Per claim 35, Nawaz teaches a graphical user interface for use with a data processing 
device, comprising: 
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a plurality of user responsive display elements for displaying on the screen, the elements 
comprising: a flow zone comprising a list of flowing links displayed around a periphery of the 
screen, (fig. 3; col. 8, lines 34-47) wherein the user making selection on the screen to induce 
change in the movement of the flowing links (col. 8, lines 44-47); 

a presentation zone for presenting information selected from the flowing links as a 
presentation (col. 9, lines 22-24; figs. 10 and 1 1) wherein the presentation automatically 
collapses into a compact configuration when selected by the user (fig. 1 1 ; the presentation of a 
link is collapsed when the user select the minimize button). 

Nawaz does not specifically teach a horizontally disposed touch screen for interaction 
with a user and the flow zone comprises a flow control means responsive to appropriate strokes 
by the user within the flow zone to selectively change the flow speed and the flow direction of 
the flowing links. However, Ku teaches a horizontally disposed touch screen for interaction with 
a user (fig. 6; col. 5, lines 1-6). Yamada teaches the flow zone comprises a flow control means 
responsive to appropriate strokes by the user within the flow zone to selectively change the flow 
speed and the flow direction of the flowing links (fig 6; col. 18, lines 20-47). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the 
teaching of Ku in the invention of Nawaz in order to provide a user with a display that can be 
conveniently adjusted to a variety of positions and in order to provide a user different navigation 
control options to control the direction and speed of the scrolling information. 

Per claim 57, and 58, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 
42, but does not teach wherein the display screen and the input device are embodied as part of a 
portable device, and wherein the portable device is a hand-held device. However, Ku teaches 
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whereiin the display screen and the input device are embodied as part of a portable device, and 
wherein the portable device is a hand-held device (see abtract). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of 
Ku in the invention of Nawaz in order to provide a user with a display that can be conveniently 
adjusted to a variety of positions. 

Claim 59 is rejected under the same rationale as claim 35. 

Claims 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et 
al. ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), Yamada et al 
("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and Straub et al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141). 

Per claim 36 and 37, the modified Nawaz teaches the interface of claim 35, but does not 
teach the display elements further comprise at least one flow control element, a respective flow 
control element being disposed adjacent to each flowing link, and a plurality of control zones 
disposed together for effecting control of other display elements. However, Straub teaches the 
display elements further comprise at least one flow control element, a respective flow control 
element being disposed adjacent to each flowing link (col. 9, lines 24-32), and a plurality of 
control zones disposed together for effecting control of other display elements (fig. 5; controls 
162, 164; col. 9, lines 7-8, and lines 24-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the flow control means as taught by 
Straub in the modified Nawaz because it provides users different navigation control options to 
look through the information in the viewer. 
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Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), Straub et al. 
("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432) and 
Sidana (U.S. Pat. No. 6,081,829). 

Per claim 38, the modified Nawaz teaches the interface of claim 37, wherein the control 
zones comprise: an agent zone for selecting filtering agents for filtering contents of the flow 
zone, a mode zone for altering a format of other zones (fig. 3; option 160; col. 9, lines 37-42), 
but does not teach an annotation zone for annotating information in the presentation zone. 
However, Sidana teaches an annotation zone for annotating information in the presentation zone 
(col. 2, lines 23-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to include the teaching of Sidana in the invention of the modified 
Nawaz in order to enable a user to store custom information (such as user comments) associated 
with a web document. 

Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), Yamada et al 
("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), and 
Barraus et al. ("Barraus", U.S. Pat. No. 6,693,652). 

Per claim 39, the modified Nawaz teaches the interface of claim 35, but do not teach the 
interface further comprising at least one token zone for displaying personal links wherein the 
personal links may be dragged to other zones to affect what is displayed in the other zones. 
However, Bates teaches an interface comprising at least one token zone for displaying personal 
links (fig. 14, col. 3, line 59-coL 4, line 6). Barraus teaches links may be dragged to other zones 
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to affect what is displayed in the other zones (fig. 15; col. 25, line 55-col. 26, line 6). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the teachings of Bates and Barraus in the invention of the modified Nawaz in order to 
provide user with an improved manner for creating bookmarks and organizing and presenting 
such bookmark, and in order to automatically generate a thumbnail image of a web page. 

Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), Yamada et al 
("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), Barraus et 
al. ("Barraus", U.S. Pat. No. 6,693,652), and Selker (U.S. Pat. No. 6,182,098). 

Per claim 40, the modified Nawaz teaches the interface of claim 39, but does not teach 
wherein the token zone is in the form of carousel. However, Selker teaches wherein the token 
zone is in the form of carousel (fig. 4 and 7; col. 1, lines 51-60). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of 
Selker in the invention of the modified Nawaz in order to provide in improve method for 
presenting a list of information to a user. 

Claim 41 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Ku et al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767), Yamada et al 
("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. Pat. No. 5,758,934). 

Per claim 41 , the modified Nawaz teaches the user interface of claim 35, but does not 
teach a table comprising the user interface and adapted for a respective user to sit adjacent to 
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each personal selection zone. However Flutka teaches a table comprising the user interface and 
adapted for a respective user to sit adjacent to each personal selection zone. (fig. 1; see Abstract; 
col. 2, lines 45-5 1 ; it is noted that the user may place the device on top of the desk also). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include a screen adapted for use in a horizontal plane as taught by Flutka in the 
invention of modified Nawaz in order to improve the health of the computer operator and to 
provide for an unimpeded forward line of sight by the computer operator. 

Claims 43, 44-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz 
et al. ("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), 
and Straub et al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,141). 

Per claim 43, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 42, 
wherein the flowing links move at a default flow speed and a default flow direction within the 
flow zone, and the input device is controlled by the user to selectably change the flow speed or 
flow direction (col. 8, lines 44-54), but does not teach the input device is controlled by the user 
to selectably change flow direction. However, Straub teaches the input device is controlled by 
the user to selectably change flow direction (fig. 5; controls 162, 164; col. 9, lines 7-8, and lines 
24-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the flow control means as taught by Straub in the invention of Nawaz 
because it provides users different navigation control options to look through the information in 
the viewer. 
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Per claim 44, the modified Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to 
claim 43. Straub further teaches wherein the input device is a user operable point-and-select 
device for selecting a location within the flow zone, and flow of the flowing links within the flow 
zone is stoppable in response to the user statically selecting a location within the flow zone with 
the user operable point-and-select device (fig. 5; controls 162, 164; col. 9, lines 7-8, and lines 24- 
32). 

Claims 45 and 46, Yamada teaches wherein the flow speed changes in response to the 
user selecting a location of the display screen with the input device and dragging the selected 
location in the flow direction, and wherein the flow direction is reversed in response to the user 
selecting a location and dragging the selected location against the flow direction (fig. 6 ; col. 18, 
lines 20-47). 

Per claim 47, the modified Nawaz an information processing device according to claim 
43, and Straub further teaches wherein the flow zone is arranged to alternately display the links 
and flow control areas, and the flow is controlled by selecting the flow control areas with the 
input device (fig. 5; controls 162, 164; col. 9, lines 7-8, and lines 24-32). 

Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and 
Barraus et al. ("Barraus", U.S. Pat. No. 6,693,652). 

Per claim 48, the modified Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to 
claim 42, but does not teach wherein the start of presentation of the content from the related 
information unit responds to the user dragging the selected link to the presentation zone. 
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However, Barraus teaches the start of presentation of the content from the related information 
unit responds to the user dragging the selected link to the presentation zone (fig. 15; col. 25, line 
55-coL 26, line 6). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to include the teachings of Barraus in the invention of the modified Nawaz 
in order to automatically generating a thumbnail image of a web page. 

Claim 51 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No, 6,259,432) and 
Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350). 

Per claim 51, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 42, 
but does not teach a user-link unit to maintain a plurality of preferred user-links and display the 
user-links in a further zone. However, Bates teaches a user-link unit to maintain a plurality of 
preferred user-links and display the user-links in a further zone (fig. 14, col. 3, line 59-col. 4, line 
6). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the teachings of Bates in the invention of the Nawaz in order to provide the 
user with an improved manner for creating bookmarks and organizing and presenting such 
bookmark. 

Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and 
Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), and Glaser (U.S. pat No. 6,392,671). 

Per claim 52, the modified Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to 
claim 51, comprising the user-link unit for sorting and/or retrieving the preferred user-links 
(Bates; fig. 14, col. 3, line 59-col. 4, line 6), but does not teach fiarther comprising: a detector for 
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communicating with a user supplied data carrier in response to control by the user-hnk unit for 
retrieving the user personal preferences (col. 2, lines 38-45; col. 5, lines 27-33). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
the teachings of Glaser in the invention of the modified Nawaz in order to automatically 
transport user preferences from one computer system to another computer system. 

Claim 53 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and 
Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), and Glaser (U.S. pat. No. 6,392,671), and Ku et 
al. ("Ku", U.S. Pat. No. 6,005,767). 

Per claim 53, the modified Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to 
claim 52, wherein the user supplied data carrier is a token that interact with a detector through 
placement (Glasser col. 2, lines 38-45; col. 5, lines 27-33), the modified Nawaz does not teach 
wherein the display screen is a table top touch screen. However, Ku teaches the display screen is 
a table top touch screen (fig. 6; col. 5, lines 1-6; since the portable computer of Ku is capable of 
being placed flatly on a horizontal surface such as on top of a desk, the examiner considers it to 
be a table top touch screen). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to include the teaching of Ku in the invention of Nawaz in 
order to provide a user with a display that can be conveniently adjusted to a variety of positions. 

Claim 55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat No. 6,259,432), and 
Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. Pat. No. 5,758,934). 
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Per claim 55, the modified Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to 
claim 42, but does not teach a table for supporting the display screen. However Flutka teaches a 
table for supporting the display screen (fig. 1; see Abstract; col. 2, lines 45-51). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include 
a screen is adapted for use in a horizontal plane as taught by Flutka in the invention of Nawaz in 
order to improve the health of the computer operator and to provide for an unimpeded forward 
line of sight by the computer operator. 

Claim 56 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nawaz et al. 
("Nawaz", U.S. Pat. No. 5,959,621), Yamada et al ("Yamada", U.S. Pat. No. 6,259,432), and 
Naidoo (U.S. Pat. No. 6,629,136). 

Per Claim 56, Nawaz teaches an information processing device according to claim 42, 
but does not teach the respective information units for display on the display screen correspond 
to a location of the information processing device. However, Naidoo teaches the respective 
information units for display on the display screen correspond to a location of the information 
processing device (col. 2, lines 21-41). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a screen that is adapted for use in a 
horizontal plane as taught by Naidoo in the invention of Nawaz in order to automatically provide 
information content to the user based on location of the user's device. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's primary argument regarding Nawaz and Straub fail to teach " the data items 
in ticker display pane or the channel buttons can be scrolled with an input device without using 
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the navigation buttons or menu on the display screen" (page 21 of remarks). In response to 
applicant's arguments against the references individually, one carmot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. 
See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co.^ 800 F.2d 1091, 
231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). In this case, the ticker display pane of Nawaz can be an 
application window (col. 9, lines 59-62), and scrolling of data items is permitted by the ticker 
display pane (see, col. 8, lines 42-54; data item can be scrolled at various speeds and directions), 
Yamada teaches scrolling without using the navigation buttons or menu on the display screen. 
Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the flow control feature as taught by Yamada in the invention of Nawaz 
and Straub because it provides users different navigation control options to control the direction 
and speed of the scrolling information. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE -MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4073. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Inquiries 




T. Vu 
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